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I.—THE HAGUE CONFERENCE 1929. _ III. 


THE BRITISH GAINS. 


N the Bulletin of September 12th last (Volume VI, No. 5) the texts 
were printed of the Protocol and two of the Annexes signed 
at The Hague on August 31st, 1929, and embodying the results 

of the agreements arrived at to meet the claims put forward by the 
British Chaneellor of the Exchequer for a larger share of the German 
annuities to be received under the operation of the Young Plan. 
By these agreements the British Government will receive approxi- 
mate'y £2,000,000 per annum in additional annuities, out of the 
£ 400,000 claimed by Mr. Snowden at The Hague,(') and will also 
receive a considerably larger portion of her annuities in the form 
of unconditional payments—which Mr. Snowden likened to deben- 
tures—than had been proposed by the Experts in their Young Plan 
draft. As, however, the figures given in the Protocol and Annex 
do not present the details of the British gains in a readily accessible 
form, it is proposed to give some particulars of them here. 
Mr. Snowden made two separate and distinct claims :— 

(1) That the total amount(?) to be received by Great Britain, 
out of the average German annuity of £99,440,000(°) (i.e. RM.1988.8 
tillions) should be increased by an average of £2,400,000 annually. 

(2) That a larger proportion of the British annuities should 
come from the uneonditional payments. 

In explanation of (1) it should be repeated that under the Young 
}Plan Great Britain was to get an average annuity of £20,450,000, 
which represents only 20-565 per cent. of the total, as compared with 
23-04 per cent. of the total of the Dawes Plan annuities which she had 
been receiving under the Spa Agreement. Mr. Snowden calculated 
that Great Britain was losing about £2,415,000 per annum through 
this alteration in the percentage to be allotted her. It should also 
be noted that these “‘ average ’’ annuities represent the flat annuity 
whose present value at 5$ per cent. would equal the present value, 
al the same percentage, of the annuities actually to be paid. Details 
as to the manner in which this figure of the average reparation annuity 
0 be paid by Germany was fixed at £99,440,000 will be found in 
the Bulletin of 22nd June, 1929 (Volume VI, No. 25), where the 
recommendations of the Young Plan were outlined in full. To this 
annuity figure has to be added an ‘** average ’’ payment of 61,200,000 
marks, or £3,060,000, for the service (including sinking fund) of the 
External Loan of 1924,(‘) making a total of 2,050 million marks, or 
‘102,500,000 annually, as the ‘‘ average ” of the total payments by 
ermany. This compares with the constant annuities of £125,000,000 


_(1) For an examination of the British claims and the efforts made to meet them at 
he Hague Conference see Bulletin of 29th August, Vol. VI, No. 4. 

=) That is, both conditional and unconditional. 

(3) This figure excludes the annual service of the External (Dawes) Loan of 1924. 
(4) The payments against the service of the External Loan begin at R.M. 90,000,000, 
ut drop after the first few years, and disappear in 1949. 
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under the Dawes Plan, which did not include the sums needed for the 
service of the External Loan. 

As regards (2), it should be noted that of the total annuity for 
which Germany will be liable, £33,000,000 (i.e., R.M. 660,000,000) js 
to be paid unconditionally, and if the Spa percentages were adhered 
to Great Britain’s share of this would amount to approximately 
£6,000,000. Owing, however, to the arrangement recommende( 
by the Experts assigning to France £25,000,000 of the total and to the 
sums needed for the service of the External Loan, Great Britain's 
share was to be reduced to an average of less than one million sterling, 
i.e., about £900,000 ; in other words, very nearly the whole of the 
British annuity of £20 millions odd was to come out of the conditional 
portion of the German reparations payments, i.e., that portion of 
which the German Government had the right, in certain eventualities, 
to suspend payment for two years.(°) 

It has been felt necessary to recapitulate the above particulan 
regarding the foundations of the British claims—in spite of the fact 
that they have already been explained in previous articles—because 
without the figures before one it is difficult to understand how they 
have been met by the agreements arrived at at The Hague. 

Mr. Snowden’s first claim was dealt with as follows : 

France and Belgium guaranteed to Great Britain a constant 
annuity of £990,000, and Italy one of £450,000 for 37 years as frow 
1929. ‘This makes a total of £1,440,000, leaving £560,000 to make up 
the £2 ,000,600 secured by Mr. Snowden out of the £2,400,000 which he 
claimed. The £560,000 was made up as follows: Great Britain wa: 
to receive a lump sum of £5,000,000 at once, to provide debt cover 
for her payments to the U.S.A. The interest and sinking fund on 
this sum is calculated to be equivalent to an annuity of £360,000. 
The remaining £200,000 is to be found by a re-arrangement of the dates 
at which the payments are to be made by Germany. Here a worl 
of explanation is necessary. 

This re-arrangement of dates takes the form of a provisi0l 
whereby the Reparations Bank is to arrange payments to the Britis! 
Government so that it receives the full amount required to pay tle 
U.S.A. on 15th June and 15th December each year, instead of havint 
these receipts spread evenly over the whole year. The saving i 
interest thus effected has been calculated to be worth £200,000 a yea 
to Great Britain. 

As regards Mr. Snowden’s second claim, the following figur' 
may make the settlement clear : 

It should first of all be borne in mind that there is here no questi 
of any additional payments to Great Britain, but merely of placing# 
larger portion of her share of the annuities under a guarantee 0f 4 
kind sufficiently secure to enable these payments to be classed # 
“* unconditional. ”’ 


(5) Speaking in the House of Commons on July 26th, 1929, Mr. Lloyd George called 
attention to the extreme unlikelihood of Germany ever making up the arrears of pay™™” 
once the right to postponement had been exercised. 
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In the first place, the £1,440,000 guaranteed by the Allied 
Governments, and the £360,000 made available annually by the 
payment to Great Britain of a global sum of £5,600,060, both naturally 
come under this category, and in the second place a re-arrangement 
of the unconditional payments to be made by Germany was effected, 
which enabled a larger portion of the £33,000,000 to be made available 
for Great Britain, and this without increasing the aggregate total or 
the “ average ’’ annual amount to be paid by Germany. How this 
was done must now be explained. 

Under the Young Plan the total of unconditional annuities is 
fixed at £33,000,000, from which has to be deducted the sum needed 
for the service of the External Loan before the claims of the various 
creditor Governments are met. As the service of the Loan absorbs 
approximately £4,500,0C0 in the early years the amount available for 
the Powers is only £28,500,060. The new arrangement fixes this 
latter amount definitely at a constant figure of £30,€06,000, with the 
result that in the early years Germany will have to pay more than 
£33,000 ,000—£35 600,000 in fact. This increase does not, however, 
involve any change in the aggregate total to be paid by Germany, 
owing to the drop in later years in the amounts needed for the service 
ofthe Loan. The manner in which Great Britain had gained through 
this change can best be shown by the following tables :— 

(1) Tue YouNG PLAN PROPOSALS. 
Total of unconditional annuity .. “4 ‘i £33 060,000 
Less: Service of Loan us - _ ee 4,560,000 


£2.8,500,000 
lrance to receive .. si .. £25,600,000 
Italy to receive ‘¢ ie uA 2,100,600 
PT Ee 27,160,000 
£1,400,000 
Small creditor Powers ts va we i 500,000 


Leaving for Great Britain +s ™ £960,000 


(.) Toe HAGUE Ser?TLEMENT. 
Total fired portion of unconditional annuities .. £30,600 ,000 
(To which service of Loan has to be added. ) 
Shares of France and Italy a Px ve 27,100,000 
£3,500 000 
Shares of small creditor Powers .. bu 7 500,000 


| £3 000,000 
Share of Great Britain ae .< us i 900,000 


Leaving as additional amount for Great Britain .. £2 160,000 


ee 


—— 
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This would have increased that part of Great Britain's annuities 
which could be classed as ‘‘ unconditional’’ to £4,860,000, ix, 
£3 000,000, plus the £1,800,000 guaranteed by the Allied Powers ani 
secured from the global payment of £5,600,000, but when signing 
the Agreement of 31st August in its final form the British Government 
renounced its claim to £250,000 of the additional £2 ,100,000 mentioned 
above for the benefit of Japan, Portugal and Yugoslavia. The resulj 
of this was that the actual amount made available to this country was 
£1,850,000, plus £900,000, or £2,750,000. This sum, added to the 
£1,800,000 guaranteed additional annuity gives a total of £4,550 ,000( 
as the British share of the unconditional annuity of £33 ,000,000. 

It may be of interest to add that the concession made by Great 
Britain for the benefit of Japan, Portugal and Yugoslavia still left 
the claims of Czechosloavkia, Rumania and Greece unsatisfied. [i 
was agreed that these should be met by an arrangement with France, 
which would guarantee the shares of those countries either out of her 
own large share (£25,000,000) of the unconditional annuities, or by 
the remission of certain debts owing to her by the three Power 
concerned. Other points of interest incidental to the settlement are ;— 

(1) The surplus of reparation payments which will be available 
for disposal as a result of the overlapping of the two Plans is to 
be used to cover the guarantee by France and Belgium of the 
annuity of £1,440,000 and to provide the £5,000,600 to be paid 
to Great Britain. This surplus is estimated by the Frenecl 
Government to amount to £15 millions, and represents the excess 
paid by Germany owing to reparations having been paid on the 
Dawes scale up to August 51st, 1929. The Young Plan, provided 
it is adopted, will come into force retrospectively as from April lst, 
1929, with the result that the Agent-General has in hand a sum 
estimated at about R.M. 300 millions which is still available for 
distribution. 

(2) Germany gave up her claim to a share of the surplus made 
available by the overlapping of the Dawes and Young Plans. 

(3) The British Government refused to admit the Germai 
claim that the surplus of past liquidations of German confiscated 
property in Great Britain should be carried forward as a creiil 
in Germany’s favour. Under the operation of the Dawes Plan 
this claim had already twice been rejected by the Court 0 
Arbitration or Interpretations set up under the Plan. (See als 
Chronology under Great Britain, November 21st.) 

(4) No claim was made on Germany for the costs of the 
Occupation Authorities after 31st August, 1929. These costs 
were estimated to amount to about 3,000 000 marks a month. 





(6) As already mentioned, the application of the Spa sevedghitieh to this part “ol the 
reparation payments would have made Great Britain’s share approximately £6,(#),"" 
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Il.—BRITISH RELATIONS WITH IRAK. 


The appearance last month of a Memorandum by the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies on policy in Irak(') drew attention afresh to 
the important statement made by the British Government in September 
regarding the fature relations with that country. In a communica- 
tion to the Irak Government the British Government affirmed its 
intention of informing the Council of the League of Nations that it 
had decided not to proceed with the draft Treaty of December, 1927, 
and stated that it would recommend unconditionally the admission 
of Irak to the League in 1932. 

This declaration of policy opened a new chapter in the history 
of the relations between the Government of the mandatory Power 
and Irak, a chapter which it is hoped will be closed with the signature 
of a new Treaty between the two countries placing their relationship 
on a permanent basis. This Treaty is now understood to be in 
preparation, and meanwhile it may be of interest to trace briefly 
the events which have led up to the situation making this possible. 

In the Bulletin of October 15th, 1927 (Vol. IV, No. 8), the cireum- 
stances in which the Treaty of January 13th, 1926(*), was concluded, 
were outlined in some detail, and its main provisions explained. These 
included an undertaking by the British Government to give periodic 
and regular consideration to the question as to whether support should 
be given to Irak’s candidature for membership of the League of 
Nations, and this point was carried a step further by the Treaty signed 
in London on December 14th, 1927.(°) Article 8 of this stated that : 
* Provided the present rate of progress in Irak is maintained and all 
goes well in the interval, His Britannic Majesty will support the 
candidature of Irak for admission to the League of Nations in 1932.” 

The Treaty was received without enthusiasm, but also without 
serious adverse comment in Baghdad, but as time went on the feeling 
seems to have grown up that the conditions qualifying Great Britain’s 
support for Irak’s claim for League membership would be made 
the excuse for an indefinite delay in carrying the undertaking into 
elect. On January 9th, 1928, the Cabinet resigned, but the reason 
for this was understood to be connected more with domestic differences 
as to the question of introducing a system of conscription for military 
service than with matters connected with the Treaty. Parliament was 
dissolved on January 18th and orders were issued for the holding of a 
General Election, which was held in May. It resulted in a victory for 
the Government supporters, and Sir Abdul Muhsin es Sadun remained 
in office as Premier. Nothing was heard for several months of any 
further developments regarding relations with the British Government, 
but the draft Treaty of December, 1927, remained unratified, testifying 
'o a vague feeling of dissatisfaction with its terms on the part of the 





(1) Published as a White Paper, Cmd. 3440. 
(2) Cmd. 2662. 
(3) Cmd, 2998, 
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National Assembly, owing principally to the reason mentioned aboye. 
References to it in the Assembly had, on one or two occasions, giyey 
indications of this feeling ; for instance, on August 20th, 1928, the 
Premier referred to the terms of the proposed military agreement wit) 
Great Britain,(‘) and said that on no account could his Government 
ever agree to defray the extra cost of maintaining the British armed 
forces in Irak over and above what this would amount to in Great 
Britain. 

On January 21st, 1929 the Government resigned, largely owing to 
a difficulty with the British Government over this very point. It 
was understood in Baghdad that it found itself unable to carry on 
in the face of the British Government’s insistence that the ney 
military agreement should contain a provision by which the higher 
commands of any troops in Irak should be held by officers nominated 
or approved by Great Britain, and that Irak should pay the difference 
in the cost of maintenance referred to above. The British Government 
was reported to take the view that the Irak Government was not yet 
in a position to undertake the defence of its frontiers, a decision it had 
arrived at very largely owing to the difficulties which that Government 
had encountered in its attempts to introduce a system of conscription 
for military service. ‘hough popular in the urban centres, the proposal 
met with such determined opposition among the tribal leaders in the 
outlying parts of the country that the Government had been unable 
to take any steps to carry it into effect, and it has become one of the 
major problems with which the Government has had to contend during 
the past three or four years. It was referred to at some length in the 
Report of H.M. Government to the Council of the League of Nations 
for the year 1928,(°) and in view of the importance of the question 
the main findings of that Report on the subject of conscription have 
been printed at the end of this Article. 

As a matter of fact a good deal of misrepresentation of the British 
Government's attitude appears to have been current in Baghdad at 
this time, and on the very day following the resignation of the Cabinet 
an official statement was issued in Baghdad by the High Commissioner? 
pointing out that the British requirements as regards the Ar) 
commands were actually that Irak should agree that in the event 0! 
operations being undertaken by combined British and Irak forces 
the command of such forces should (subject to special arrangemells 
which both parties might accept) be vested in a British silitary 
commander selected for this purpose. It was also stated officially 
that the original request that Irak should defray the excess cost o! 
the maintenance of British forces in the country had been waived 
some months previously, on condition that the other major principles 
of the British draft were accepted. According to the military agre 
ment hitherto in foree—that of 1924—Irak was to possess, by the 
end of 1928, military forces adequate for the defence of the count), 


ld te 


(4) Article 13 of the Treaty provided that a separate military agreement shou 
concluded to regulate the military relations between the two parties. 
(5) Published by the Colonial Office in September, Colonial No. 44. 
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Ove. and it was on the question as to whether this condition of aifairs had 


iven been reached that the principal difference between the views of the 
the two Governments had arisen. As the Colonial Secretary stated in 
with Parliament on January 24th, 1929, the main questions at issue between 
hent London and Baghdad concerned the local forces of Irak, and not the 
med British units or their cost. 
_ The actual position in Irak was that owing to internal controversy 
over the conscription issue and other reasons of a domestic character 
B lo the necessary units for national defence had not yet been raised. It 
It js true that the Minister of Defence, in a public statement made on 
See: January 20th, refused to admit that the country was not yet able to 
os idertake full responsibility for its own defence ; the sheikhs and 
gher ribal representatives took an opposite view, and said openly that the 
ated Bak army would be of little use without British support. Whether 
_ hey were correct or not, the position revealed a dangerous lack of 
on mity among the different elements of the population of the country 
‘Ye Bend confirmed the British Government in its decision not to take 
had hasty action in settling the terms of a new military agreement, a 
neh! Pdecision which may have been contributed to by the frequency with 
see hich successful raids by Nejd tribesmen had been made into Lrak 
posll HS erritory during the year. On January 22nd it was officially announced 
é 5 n Baghdad that the negotiations had been broken off. 
3 It was not until April 29th, 1929, tha a new Cabinet was formed 
tes NW lewlik Suwaidi, and meanwhile Sir Gilbert Clayton had succeeded 
ithe Ae Henry Dobbs as High Commissioner. Difierences of a purely 
a uternal character again rendered the Government’s position difficult, 
ction nd on August 25th the Premier resigned, after holding office for less 
we han four months. Though the new High Commissioner had only 
een in the country a few months he had, however, already made 
stish breat progress in convincing the Irak authorities of the sincerity of 
dat he British Government’s intentions, so that just before his unfor- 
vinet Meuate death occurred—on September ilth, 1929—the relations 
cont Mawes the two Governments had been placed on a more cordial 
my Ang. In the middle of September the Irak Government received 
zp pilicial intimation that the British Government, following on the 
Call lvice tendered to it by Sir Gilbert Clayton, had decided to support 
seals inconditionally the candidature of Irak for membership of the League, 
itary declaration which had an immediate result in the formation of a 
sally abinet by Sir Abdul Muhsin. Immediately on taking office he 
st of (e Ounced that a new draft treaty with Great Britain would be 
aived prepared, which would be on the lines of that proposed in respect of 
siple Sypt. His unfortunate death on November 15th will, no doubt, 
gree ot be allowed to interrupt the progress of the negotiations between 


he two Governments, which are based on the declaration of British 
ilicy made by the Colonial Secretary last month, and printed as an 
huiex to this article. 

It remains to notice the Report of the Mandatory Government 
) the Conneil of the League, published on September 17th last, 
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This dealt with the important question of conscription at some lengt), 
and said, inter alia, that the Irak Government was anxious to adopt 
the system, “‘ on the ground that it was the only way in which they 
could, within their financial means, maintain a standing army ani 
reserve large enough to enable them to assume with safety complet: 
responsibility for the defence of the country without foreigy 
assistance.’’ Under the Turkish régime the tribal and mountainoy 
areas had always resisted all attempts to apply the conscription lay, 
and it had never been enforced outside the towns and settled villages 
In the autumn of 1926 the Government had prepared a draft (op. 
scription law, but had been advised by the High Commissioner tha 
its enforcement would almost certainly occasion resistance in many 
parts of the country. The British Government felt it necessary ty 
make it clear to the Irak authorities that there could be no question 
of the employment of British forces to compel the Irak people to obey 
the law, or to suppress disturbances which arose out of an attempt ty 
enforce it. The Irak Government were also informed that it wa 
evidently useless to adopt a measure like conscription unless the whok 
heart and patriotism of the Irak people were behind it and unles 
they were convinced of its necessity. 

In spite of this the Government, in January, 1927, gave the High 
Commissioner to understand that they desired to proceed with the 
project. Immediately an agitation began against it, especially among 
the tribes on the Euphrates and the Kurdish tribes in the mountainow 
areas in the north and east. The Report continues :— 

‘“‘ The Irak Government introduced the draft Conscription |.aw into 
the Irak Parliament in June, 1927, but Parliament was immediately 
adjourned and the law was not debated. During the recess the agit 
tion against conscription increased, and shortly after the re-assembly 
of Parliament in November,1927, the Chamber, at the request of the 
Acting Prime Minister, passed 2 resolution postponing the reading ¢/ 
the draft law size die. 

‘‘ National Defence, as has already been related, was one of the 
issues referred to the country when the King dissolved Parliament 
at the beginning of 1928; the solution of the same problem wis 
included in the programme of Abdul Muhsin Beg’s Cabinet, and from 
January to May during the course of the elections the pros and coli 
of national military service were constantly discussed in the pres 
Almost without exception the Arab newspapers were in favour of the 
early introduction of compulsory military service. 

‘When the King opened the new Parliament in May, 125, His 
Majesty, in the Speech from the Throne, suggested that the questiil 
of national defence would be one of the issues which Parliaiel! 
would have to consider during the session. The draft Conscripti! 
Law of June, 1927, was not, however, re-introduced. Neverthe ‘Jess, 
on more than one occasion Ministers and members had an opportutit! 


to express their views. 
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On the Ist August, replying to a question in the Chamber of 
Peputies, Nuri Pasha al Said, Minister for Defence, said, inter alia :— 
J hold myself that this (i.e., conscription) is the best way to 
realise the aspirations of the country, and many military experts 
agree with me.’ 

“The question was revived again on the 6th September, when the 
Chamber debated the Army Estimates. A number of members 
criticised the Army as expensive and too small to give a practical 
return for the large amount of money spent onit. They thought that 
the only remedy lay in conscription. Others supported the principles 
of conscription, but maintained that the country’s manhood should 
not be called upon to serve in the Army until it had been entirely freed 
from all foreign control. The extraordinary session ended, however, 
without the draft Conscription Law of June, 1927, having been 
re-introduced. The Speech from the Throne at the opening of 
Parliament on the 1st November, 1928, notably made no reference to 
the law, and this omission was criticised by several leaders of the 
Opposition in the Chamber, when the reply to the Speech from the 
Throne was debated on the 26th December.” 

The position has not shown any radical change since the end of 
1y28, the Conscription Bill not having come before Parliament, and 
as will be seen from the British Government’s Memorandum, the 
decision as to League membership has been arrived at chiefly as a 


result of Lrak’s position in respect of “internal security, sound public 
finance and enlightened administration,’ rather than in respect of her 
ability to defend herself from attack. 





ANNEX. 
POLICY IN IRAK. 
(Memorandum by the Secretary of State for the Colonies.) 


The principle underlying the relations between His Majesty’s Government 
and the Government of Irak has always been co-operation towards a common 
end, namely, the early establishment of Irak as an independent and self- 
reliant State within the Comity of Nations. This aim is in full accordance 
with the spirit and intention of Article 22 of the Covenant of the League. 

lhe progress of Irak towards the goal of full independence has been 
marked by a number of stages. Of the more recent of these, one was the 
Anglo-Trak Treaty of January, 1926, in which, inter alia, His Majesty’s 
Government promised to take into active consideration at successive intervals 
of four years the question whether it was possible for them to press for the 
admission of Trak into the League of Nations. The unratified Anglo-Irak 
Treaty of December, 1927, marked another stage. By Article 8 of that 
Treaty His Majesty’s Government undertook to support the candidature 
of Irak for admission to the League of Nations in 1932 (one of the quadrennial 
dates contemplated in the Treaty of 1926) “ provided the present rate of 
Progress in Irak is maintained and all goes well in the interval.” 
q ae the first, Iraki criticism fastened upon these qualifying words, 
‘‘Iributing to them an intention which they were never meant to convey. 
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Critics professed to fear that they would provide His Majesty’s Governiney: 
with a loophole of escape, of which advantage could be taken if for any reasy 
the admission of Irak to the League in 1932 proved inconvenient when thy 
time came. The words were regarded with deep suspicion. They served 
to keep alive the belief, never wholly absent from Iraki minds, that His 
Majesty’s Government had no genuine intention of ever establishing Ink 
in full independence, and that their real policy was to “ colonise ”’ the country 
In fact, of course, His Majesty’s Government had no such sinister motives 
and intended the qualifying words to have their face meaning and no mor. 
But, however groundless, the suspicion was widespread in Iraki politica! 
circles and its existence disturbed the even harmony of British relations with 
Irak and contributed to more than one political crisis. As explanation 
and assurances proved of no avail, His Majesty’s Government, on the advice 
of the late Sir Gilbert Clayton, which coincided with that of his predecess 
Sir Henry Dobbs, decided to examine the possibility of dispensing altogether 
with the provisos attaching to their promise to support Irak’s candidatur 
in 1932. On examination these were found to serve no essential purpow 
Great progress had been made during the last few years, and it seemed evident 
that, in the absence of some really serious and unexpected set-back, Irak, 
judged by the criteria of internal security, sound public finance, aud 
enlightened administration, would be in every way fit for admission to the 
League of Nations by 1932. It was felt, therefore, that a time had com 
when His Majesty’s Government could safely, and with a full sense of thei 
responsibility towards the League, decide definitely to recommend Ink 
for membership in three years time. The High Commissioner was accor 
ingly authorised to inform the Irak Government, without proviso or qualifice 
tion, that His Majesty’s Government would be prepared to support tle 
candidature of Irak for admission to the League of Nations in 1932. 

The effect of this communication upon the internal political situation 
in Irak wasimmediate. Distrust and suspicion gave place to mutual confident 
and good will, and, whereas previously no Ministry could be found to takt 
office, a strong and responsible Government has now been formed, embraciiy 
representatives of the two principal political parties in Irak and anxiow 
to co-operate with His Majesty’s Government in the solution of outstandily 
questions before 1932. 

Clearly a new Treaty will be required to regulate the relations of tis 
country with Irak after that State has become a member of the League 0 
Nations, and the necessary steps will be taken to prepare a draft Treaty 
that purpose framed upon liberal lines and based generally upon the recet! 
proposals for an Anglo-Egyptian settlement. 

In the meantime, the Secretary-General of the League of Nations hi 
been requested to inform the members of the Council of the League th! 
His Majesty’s Government have decided, after full consideration of all tl 
circumstances, not to proceed with the Anglo-Irak Treaty of the 14th « 
December, 1927, which has not been ratified or brought into ferce, but the! 
they propose, in accordance with Article 3 (1) of the Anglo-Irak Treaty ° 
the 13th of January, 1926, to recommend Irak for admission to member!) 
of the League of Nations in 1932. 


(London, November, 1929.) 
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III.—CHRONOLOGY. 


Afghanistan. 
November 22nd.—Recognition of Nadir Shah by Persia. (See Persia.) 


Austria. 

November 22nd.—The leaders of the Heimwehr adopted a resolution 
declaring themselves prepared to abide by any compromise which the 
Chancellor might effect with the Socialist opposition in the matter of the 
new Constitution. 

November 24th.—The Nationalist Socialist Conference was held, and dealt 
with the changes proposed in the Constitution as modified by the Chancellor. 
It adopted a resolution empowering the Socialist deputies to support the 
Reform Bill, provided its terms remained within the limits defined in the 
report of the negotiations between the Chancellor and the party’s 
representatives. 


Belgium. 

November 20th.—The Government deposited with the League Secretariat 
its ratification of the Protocol for the revision of the Statute of the Permanent 
Court of International Justice. (Adopted at Geneva on September 14th, 
1929). 

November 26th.—The Cabinet resigned owing to disagreements regarding 
the Language Bill, which dealt with the question as to whether Ghent 
University should be made a purely Flemish institution, with no teaching in 
French, as the Government proposed. 

November 29th.—The King asked M. Jaspar to form a new Cabinet. 

December 3rd.—Me Jaspar accepted the task of forming a Cabinet, and it 
was understood that an agreement had been reached on the linguistic question. 


Brazil. 
November 25th.-Ratifications were exchanged at Buenos Ayres of the 
Frontier Treaty with Paraguay. 


Bulgaria. 

December 1st_—The Government was reported to have decided to bring 
the question of the liquidation of Bulgarian property in Rumania before 
the League of Nations, taking action in the matter jointly with Hungary 
and Austria, The Minister in Bucharest was instructed to make a formal 
protest to the Rumanian Government against the sale. 


China. 
IxreERNAL AFFAIRS, 

November 20th.—Chang Fat-kwai’s Ironsides were reported in Hongkong 
to be threatening Canton from the North River. The revolt in Kwangsi was 
believed to be developing, and the rebels were expected to get possession 
of Wuchow. 

The Cantonese troops withdrew from Wuchow and Lui Yoon-yim wes 
expected to take over the administration. 

November 24th.—The Kuominchun was reported to have retired to the 
west and allowed the Nationalist forces to occupy Loyang without opposition. 


305 





14 


it was stated officially that the differences with the Kuominchun had been 
settled. Chiang Kai-shek returned to Nanking. 

Chang Fat-kwai’s army was reported to have entered Kwantung from 
the north, while the province was also being threatened by the Kwangsi 
forces from the south. 

November 26th.—The Kwangsi leaders were believed to be co-operating 
with Chang Fat-kwai’s “ Ironsides”’ in the movement against Canton, and 
Kwangsi forces were reported to have occupied Takhing (between Wuchow 
and Shiuhing) while the Cantonese retreated to Samshui, after declaring 3 
blockade on the West River below Wuchow. 

November 27th—The Kwangsi army, numbering 60,000, was reported to 
be advancing on Canton down the West River and to have reached Shiuhing 
(50 miles west of Canton). Li Chung-yen was at Wuchow in command of 
the advance. 

December 2nd.—Kwangsi forces were reported to have advanced from 
Shiuhing to Samshui, where fighting had taken place. Other forces were 
diverging towards the North River to join up with Chang Fat-kwai’s 
** Tronsides,”’ who had reached Szewui. 

Dr. C. T. Wang was reported to have intimated his intention of 
resigning at the end of the month, owing to the difficulty of carrying 
on the Foreign Ministry in the face of public criticism. 


EXTERNAL AFFAIRS, RELATIONS WITH THE POWERS. 


November 20th.—Further reports from Mukden were to the effect that 
both Manchuli and Mishan (on the Eastern front) were surrounded but had 
not yet been captured by Soviet forces. 

According to Japanese reports, Chang Hsueh-liang had decided to 
negotiate independently with the Soviet Governmeyt, and had deputed 
Mr. Wellington Koo to act for the Manchurian Government. 

November 21st.—-Two towns on the Argun river were stated to have been 
occupied by Soviet forces. News also reached Mukden that Mishan on the 
eastern front had been captured on November 17th. 

November 22nd.—Soviet aeroplanes bombed Hailar, and the whole railway 
line from Manchuli to Chakam (40 miles to the east) was reported to be in 
Soviet hands. At the latter place severe fighting was stated to have taken 
place the previous day, and the Soviet forces claimed to have captured ovet 
8,000 Chinese troops during the week, as well as much material. 

November 24th.—-According to Japanese reports Hailar had been captured 
by Soviet forces, which held the whole country west of the Khingan mountains. 
The Chinese were stated to have suffered 12,000 casualties, and to be losing 
heavily also on the eastern front, where the Soviet forces were approaching 
Pogranitchnaia. 

Dr. Wang issued a statement drawing the attention of the world to the 
fact that there was no truth whatever in the Soviet accusations of aggressivé 
action on the part of the Chinese forces on the frontier. He said that ovet 
30 towns along the border had been raided and looted by Reds during recett 
months, and he was willing to invite an international commission of enquW!y 
to investigate on the spot whether Soviet or Chinese troops had been guilty 
of attacks. 

November 25th.—Chang Hseuh-liang was reported to have made an urged! 
appeal to the Government in Nanking for assistance in his struggle again 
the Soviet attacks. 


366 








ha 
be 


dis 


ac 
an 
de 


Go 
ma 
ope 


Set 
Ju 
of t 


Am 
ho 

hay 
mu 
rep 


for 
to | 
and 
pro 


of « 
rail 


had 
and 


Har 





been 


from 
angsi 


‘ating 
, and 
chow 
ing a 


ed to 
uhing 
nd of 


from 
were 
wal’s 


m of 
Tying 


that 
had 


d to 


puted 


been 
n the 


ilway 
be in 
taken 
over 


tured 
tains. 
losing 
ching 


o the 
essive 
; over 
recent 
quiry 
guilty 


rgent 
painst 


15 


November 26th.—It was learnt that the State Council of the Centra 
Government had the previous day addressed an appeal both to the League of 
Nations and to all the signatories of the Kellogg Treaty to take steps to stop 
the Soviet “ invasion” of Chinese territory in Manchuria, which was being 
carried out in violation of the Treaty. The Soviet were accused of massacring 
innocent Chinese citizens in cold blood. 

According to Harbin reports the Governor of Heilungkiang had ordered 
the military authorities at Hailar to assist in the evacuation from there of all 
Americans, and the military authorities had decided to destroy the town 
by fire. 

November 27th.—Report re acceptance of truce with the Soviet Government. 
(See U.S.S.R.) 

The permanent delegate of China to the League of Nations, Dr. Wu 
Kai-sing, consulted the Secretary-General at Geneva regarding the con- 
stitutional position as to the possibility of an appeal to the League. 

It was learnt from Japanese sources that the Chinese garrison at Manchuli 
had been allowed by the Soviet forces to withdraw from the town, after 
being disarmed. 

Statement by British Foreign Secretary re intervention in the C.E. Railway 
dispute. (See Great Britain.) 

November 28th.—It was confirmed that the Governor of Manchuria had 
accepted the Soviet’s conditions for the settlement of the railway dispute, 
and was sending a representative to Harbarovsk to confer with the Soviet 
delegate Simanovsky regarding the restoration of the status quo. 

The military headquarters at Buchatu were bombed by Soviet aeroplanes. 

American action re intervention in Manchurian dispute. (See U.S.A.) 

A telegram was received at Mukden from Moscow stating that the Soviet 

Government expected the restoration of the powers of the Russian railway 
manager and assistant manager to be carried out before any negotiations were 
opened. 
_ November 29th.—The Municipal Council of the Shanghai International 
Settlement decided to invite Mr. Justice Feetham, of the South African 
Judicature, to come to China and conduct an investigation into the position 
of the Settlement and recommend a scheme for the future status of the city. 

Another Soviet air raid on Buchatu was reported, but reports from 
American sources at Harbin were to the effect that on the frontier generally 
no further attacks had been made by Soviet forces, which were believed to 
have been entirely withdrawn from Chinese territory. Nor had they done 
much damage (except to the Dalai Nor mines), the looting and casualties 
teported having been caused by retreating Chinese troops. 

The German Ambassador in Moscow handed the Foreign Commissar 
’ Note from the National Government, dated November 14th, with proposals 
for a settlement of the railway dispute. The Soviet reply was understood 
to be that in view of the opening of direct relations with Chang Hsueh-liang 
ind the latter’s acceptance of the Soviet conditions, the Nanking Government’s 
proposals would only delay a settlement. 

November 30th.—The Foreign Minister informed the press that the reports 
of differences between the Central and Provincial Governments over the 
tallway dispute were absolutely without foundation. 

: December 1st.—It was announced at Mukden that the National Government 
iad telegraphed its approval of Chang Hsueh-liang’s pourparlers with Moscow 
ind given him full powers to negotiate. Emissaries had been sent to 
Harbarovsk to test the sincerity of the Soviet, which had been declaring 
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its intention of asserting Soviet dominance over the C.K. Railway, leadiny 
Chang Hsueh-liang to make a public statement that ‘‘ a settlement wil] 
impossible if the Soviet endeavours to impose oppressive terms and persis 
in an aggresssive policy.” 

The Nanking authorities denied that Mukden had come to any arrany. 
ment with Moscow, and declared that they themselves had been pressing 
for foreign investigation into the conduct of the Soviet forces. 

December 2nd.—It was understood that the conference between the Soviet 
and Chinese delegates would take place at Nikolsk (and not at Harbaroysk) 

It was understood that Mr. Justice Feetham would leave South Africa 
for Shanghai on December 10th. 

Publication of Memorandum from British Government re C.E.R. dispute 

Statement in Parliament by British Foreign Secretary re extn 
territoriality. (See Great Britain.) 

Statement by American Secretary of State. (See U.S.A.) 

The American Fransciscan Father who had been captured by bandits new 
Hankow on November 9th was reported to have been released unharmed. 

December 3rd.—Report re signature of agreement at Nikolsk. (Se 
US S.R.) 

Association of Italian Government with action of British and othe: 
Governments. (See Italy.)— 

The Chairman of the Public Enlightenment Committee at Mukde 
issued a statement denying that the Manchurian Government had accepte! 
the Soviet demands. All it had done was, through the medium of tle 
Nanking Government, to express a desire for peace. Moscow had bee 
trying hard to induce Mukden to open independent negotiations, but entirely 
without success. 


Colombia. 
December 3rd.—An Extradition Treaty with the nations of the Brits 
Empire was signed at Bogota. 


Czechoslovakia. 
November 30th.—Ratification of Commercial Convention in Madn 
(See Spain.) 


France. 

November 21st——The Franco-German negotiations on the future status «! 
the Saar opened in Paris. 

The Naval Committee of the Senate placed on record its opinion that tly 
Government’s Naval programme (adopted some years previously) \® 
inadequate for the overseas and coastal requirements of the country, and thi! 
freedom to build for defensive purposes ought not to be abandoned. (Ili 
building programme for the year included one 10,000 ton cruiser, the sevett! 
of a series, six destroyers, six submarines, one submarine mielayer, Ol 
surface minelayer and two despatch sloops.) 

November 23rd.—M. Clemenceau died in Paris, aged 88 vears. 

November 28th.—The report on the Naval Estimates was issued, a0 
declared that France could not go below the tonnage fixed by her naval pt 
gramme of 1928. The Estimates for 1930 amounted to 2,583 million frau 
(£20,664,000), 22 per cent. less than those of 1914. France had accept! 
the invitation to the London Conference, but should maintain the princip' 
of interdependence of armaments, the final decision to be taken at Genev’ 
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refusal to consent to the abelition of submarines ; and recognition of the 
obligations imposed by the defence of her own coasts and of her Colonial 
Empire. 

December 2nd.—It was announced that the Government had presented to 
the Chinese and Seviet Governments a declaration similar to those made in 
the Memoranda from the British and U.S. Governments. 


Germany. 

November 21st.—Opening of Saar conference in Paris. (See France.) 

British Chancellor of the Exchequer’s statement re German private 
property. (See Great Britain.) 

November 22nd.—The Cabinet announced that the provisions of the * Bill 
for the Enslavement of the German People” involved a change of the 
Constitution. (This meant that a two-thirds majority in the Reichstag, and 
not a bare majority, would be necessary for it to be passed.) 

The Nationalist Party Congress, in session at Cassel, approved the “* guiding 
principles” as to the Party’s policy submitted to it by Herr Hugenberg. 

It was understood in Berlin that conversations were taking place with the 
British Government regarding the opening of new negotiations regarding the 
German claim for the release of confiscated property not yet liquidated. 

November 25th.—Deposit with League of instrument of ratification of 
Convention abolishing import and export prohibitions, etc. (See League of 
Nations.) 

November 26th.—Mandates Commission’s decision re German petitions 
regarding South West Africa. (See League of Nations.) 

The Government, in an official statement regarding the Hugenberg 
teferendum Bill, pointed out that immunity from the clauses of the Versailles 
Treaty and unconditional evacuation of the Rhineland could not be obtained 
by a mere disavowal of war-guilt. The Government stated that it would do 
its utmost to effect a final solution of the war-guilt question, but needed to 
reserve its freedom of action for the choice of the means and the time to do 
so. It was impossible to obtain evacuation of the Rhine without a new 
settlement of reparations, and the Young Plan had great advantages over the 
Dawes Plan. The Hugenberg Bill would, the Government considered, make 
decisions of any German Government on foreign policy submissible to judges 
of the criminal court, but control over foreign policy lay within the 
Constitutional powers of Parliament. The Bill, in short, was contrary to the 
Parliamentary system, and would make a purely political action into a 
criminal one. 

November 28th.—Completion of work of Sub-Committee re release from 
foreign control of the Reichsbank, etc. (See Reparations.) 

November 29th—The Hugenberg Referendum Bill came before the 
Reichstag, and Herr Curtius said the Government demanded and expected its 
rejection, It was an attack on the authority of the State, and was founded 
on the dishonest assertion that German foreign policy hitherto had been 
based on recognition of Germany’s responsibility for the war, which the 
President and every Government had repudiated. He also referred to the 
advantages of acceptance of the Young Plan. 

November 30th—The Referendum Bill was rejected by the Reichstag 
clause by clause, clause 4 being defeated by 312 votes to 60. 

— a of the Second Zone of the Rhineland was officially 
completed, 
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Great Britain. 

November 21st.—The Chancellor of the Exchequer, in a statement in 
Parliament regarding the liquidation of ex-enemy property, explained why 
the British Government had refused to hand over any part of the sums 
realised to the German Government. He based this refusal in the first 
place on the fact that the British right to retain any surplus was recognized 
by the Experts’ Committee to be a set-off against the reduction of Germany's 
reparations obligations effected by the Young Plan. It was therefore ay 
integral part of the Experts’ Plan. It figured in a similar capacity in the 
Dawes Plan, and was sanctioned by the Treaty of Versailles in 1920 and 
the Reparations Commission in 1921, both of which provided for the crediting 
of any surplus against reparations capital account. It had also been sanctioned 
by the Interpretations Tribunal set up under the Dawes Plan, which had twice 
rejected German claims to be credited with the proceeds of liquidation. 
In the second place, Great Britain had been more and not less generous 
than other creditor countries to the original owners of ex-enemy property. 
None had returned any proceeds to the German Government, though France 
might so return £250,000 at a future date, and the common undertaking, shared 
by Great Britain, was only to cease liquidation and release unliquidated 
properties. But the British Government had not only made compassionate 
allowances totalling £5,000,000 to individuals, but had offered to waive claims 
to properties, not yet liquidated, worth £5,000,000 more. This was really 
all they could do in justice to the British taxpayer, and was tantamount 
to that abandonment, so far as possible, of the relevant provisions of the 
Treaty which he had always advocated. It was within the competence 
of the German Legislature to satisfy those who had not yet received 
compensation. 

The Secretary of State for the Colonies issued a Memorandum entitled 
“ Policy in Irak,” Cmd. 3440. This pointed out that by Article 8 of the 
Anglo-Irak Treaty of 1927, H.M. Government undertook to support Irak’ 
claim for membership of the League of Nations in 1932, “ provided the 
present rate of progress in Irak is maintained, and all goes well in the meantime. 
The Government had now decided to dispense altogether with these provisos 
and definitely to recommend Irak for membership in three years’ time. 

November 22nd.—Report re opening of fresh negotiations re (ermal 
confiscated property. (See Germany.) : 

Communication to Mandates Commission re Palestine. (See League 0 
Nations.) 

At a speech at the Pilgrim’s Dinner in London, Mr. Frank B. Kellogg 
said that the Peace Treaty could not have been concluded had it not had the 
support of public opinion throughout the world. It was not the work 0! 
any single man or of any nation ; it was the expression of the hope of millions 
of people. Sixty-two nations had adhered to it, and fifty-six had ratified ! 

He suggested various ways of implementing the Treaty to make it more 
effective ; for example, by education of the people so as to advance the 
ideals it expressed, by the advancement and extension of methods of col 
ciliation and arbitration, and by disarmament and limitation of armaments. 

He was strongly in favour of the adoption of the Root Protocol for the 
adherence of the United States to the Statutes of the Permanent Vout: 
he also felt that definite reduction, and not merely limitation, of armani? 
was essential to peace. There was a greater hope of success now in carryllf 
this out than ever before, since there was an increasing world demand tha! 
the principal Powers should take action. 


310 





(S 
Its 


ref 
Sec 
nat 
(1) 
(4) 
Tra 


pul 


in 





nt in 
1 why 
stums 
> first 
mized 
lany’s 
re an 
in the 
) and 
diting 
‘toned 
twice 
ation. 
erous 
perty, 
rance 
hared 
dated 
onate 
laims 
really 
ount 
f the 
tence 
eived 


ritled 
f the 
rak’s 
| the 
hime. 
Visos 


‘mall 
e of 


llogg 
| the 
k of 
jions 
d it. 
nore 
the 
con: 
nts. 
the 
ut ; 
pnts 
ying 
that 


19. 


November 23rd.—Reply of Mandates Commission to Government's 
communication regarding Palestine. (See League of Nations.) 

November 27th.—The Foreign Secretary, speaking in the House of Commons, 
promised to consider a suggestion made by Sir Austen Chamberlain that 
the Government should take the initiative in joint action with other 
signatories to the Kellog Treaty with a view to bringing to an end the hostilities 
in Manchuria. 

The Stationery Office published the text of draft Conventions adopted 
hy the 12th session of the International Labour Conference at Geneva in 
May and June 1929. Cmd. 3441. 

‘December 2nd.—The Prime Minister stated in Parliament that the British 
delegation to the Five Power Naval Conference would be himself, the Foreign 
Secretary, the First Lord of the Admiralty and the Secretary of State for 
India. The naval advisers would include the chief and deputy-chief of the 
Naval Staff. 

The Foreign Office issued the text of a Memorandum which the Government 
had addressed to the Chinese and Soviet Governments. This expressed the 
concern felt at the events in Manchuria, and reminded the two Governments 
that they had, in July, given formal assurance that they would not resort 
to war unless attacked. H.M. Government associated themselves with the 
U.S. Government in calling attention to Article 2 of the Kellogg Treaty, 
and concluded by saying that the respect with which China and the U.S.S.R. 
would thereafter be held in the good opinion of the world would depend in 
great measure upon the way they carried out those ‘‘ most sacred promises.” 

In reply to a question in Parliament, the Foreign Secretary said that 
the Chinese Government had announced their intention to abolish extra- 
territoriality on January Ist, 1930. ‘* They are aware of our desire to enter 
into negotiations on the subject in a liberal and friendly spirit, and that 
His Majesty’s Minister in Peking is endeavouring to initiate discussions. 
The Chinese Minister has been informed that the denunciation of the extra- 
territoriality clauses of the Treaties would prejudice the prospect of a 
satisfactory issue. The Chinese Government will doubtless give weight to 
these considerations, and I hope that, in the circumstances, they will not 
in fact carry their declared intention into execution.” 

December 3rd.—Signature of Extradition Treaty at Bogota. (See 
Colombia.) 


Irak. 
November 21st.—British Government’s Memorandum re Policy in Trak. 
(See Great Britain.) 


Italy. 

November 19th.—The text was published of Signor Bottai’s Bill for the 
reform of the National Council of Corporations. This set up seven main 
sections of the Council, corresponding to the seven departments into which the 
national economy had been divided, in place of the original six. These were 
(1) The Liberal Professions and Arts, (2) Industry and Craft, (3) Agriculture 
(4) Commerce, (5) Land Transport and Internal Navigation, (6) Sea and Air 
lransport, and (7) The Banks. The new department was No. (1). 

November 27th—Notes exchanged with the Persian Government were 
published extending the Commercial Agreements signed with that country 
in a and July, 1928. (Vide Bulletin of Tth July, 1928, Vol. V, No, 1, 
page 15.) 
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December 3rd.—The Government instructed the Italian Ambassadors at 
Moscow and Peking to present Notes to the two Governments associating 
itself with the action taken by the British and U.S. Governments in their 
efforts to put a stop to the conflict in Manchuria. 


Japan. 

November 26th.—It was understood that the delegation to the London 
Naval Conference had received instructions to claim a 70 per cent. ratio for 
10,000-ton cruisers armed with 8-inch guns, and to propose, if possible, that 
the standard of Anglo-American parity should be lowered. Japan desired 
to retain her existing submarine tonnage and opposed their abolition. As 
regards capital ships, she favoured a reduction to a maximum tonnage of 
25,000 tons and a maximum calibre of guns of 14 inches. She also approved 
the establishment of age limits: for capital ships, 25 years; for cruisers, 
20 years ; for destroyers, 16 years ; and for submarines, 13 years. 


League of Nations. 

November 22nd.—The Mandates Commission received a communication 
from the British Government suggesting the appointment of a mixed com- 
mission for the settlement of the question of the status of the Wailing Wall 
at Jerusalem and asking the opinion of the Mandates Commission on the 
matter. 

November 23rd.—The Mandates Commission replied to the British 
Memorandum re the Wailing Wall that the proposal would not be acceptable 
in the form submitted, as it was not in accordance with Article 14 of the 
Palestine Mandate (which provided for a commission to settle the whole 
question of the Holy Places. This Commission had not, however, yet been 
set up). 

p sae 25th.—The German Government deposited with the Secretariat 
the instrument of ratification of the Convention for the abolition of import 
and export prohibitions and restrictions, with the reservation that its coming 
into force depended upon its ratification by other countries. 

November 26th.—The Mandates Commission referred to the South African 
Government for report, a petition of the German Government regarding 
ex-enemy property in South-West Africa. It decided to refer the question 
of the status of the inhabitants to the League Council, as being a political 
question. 

Report re appeal to the Council by Chinese Government. (See China: 
External Affairs, Relations with the Powers.) 

November 27th.—Publication of draft Conventions adopted by Inter: 
national Labour Conference. (See Great Britain.) 


Mexico. 

November 26th.—Adherence of Government to Kellogg Treaty. (Sv 
U.S.A.) 

November 29th.—It was officially announced that Sefior Rubio had been 
elected President for the term February 5th, 1930, to Ist November, 1954. 
He secured 1,825,761 votes and Senor Vasconcelos 110,279. 


Palestine. 
November 20th.—A Jew was sentenced to death at Jafia for the murder 
of two Arabs near Telaviv. 
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November 22nd.—Under the operation of the Collective Punishments 
Ordinance the Arab village of Ashdod was fined 3,000 Palestine pounds 
(say £3,175) for being implicated in the attack on the Jewish colony of 
Beer Tuvi. 

November 23rd.—Nine Arabs, including some believed to be Communist 
agents, were arrested at Jaffa. 

November 24th.—Mr. Bentwich, the Attorney-General, was shot at and 
slightly wounded in Jerusalem by an Arab youth, who was arrested. 

” November 25th_—Disorders occurred at Jaffa during a strike of protest 
against the arrest of nine Arabs two days previously. Further fines totalling 
£10,000 were inflicted on 11 Arab villages. 

November 27th.—Nine Arabs were sentenced to death at Haifa for the 
murder of a Jewish family at Safed. 


Paraguay. 


November 25th—Frontier Treaty ratified in Buenos Ayres. (See Brazil.) 


Permanent Court of International Justice. 
November 20th.—Deposit of ratification of Protocol re revision of Statutes 
hy Belgium. (See Belgium.) 


Persia. 

November 22nd.—It was announced that the Government had recognised 
Nadir Shah as King of Afghanistan. 

November 23rd.—Mirza Mahomed Ali Khan Farzin was appointed Minister 
for Foreign Affairs. 

November 27th.—Extension of Commercial Agreements with Italy. (See 
Italy.) 


Poland. 


November 23rd.—Over 60 raids on Communist premises were made in 
Warsaw, and many arrests effected. 


Reparations. 


November 28th.—It was officially announced that the three Sub-Committees 
appointed under the’ Dawes Plan to draft the required alterations in the 
German law in connection with the release from foreign control (as recom- 
mended in the Young Plan) of the Reichsbank, the German railways and the 
controlled revenues, had completed their work, and submitted their Report 
to the President of the Hague Conference. 

_ December 2nd.—The Committee on non-German Reparations concluded 
its work in Paris. The main points of agreement arrived at were the 
following :— 

The debts of Yugoslavia and Rumania, so far as reparations and 
ceded property were concerned, were to be cancelled. 

Rumania was to keep her full share of Hungarian and Bulgarian 
reparations. On the other hand, the share of Yugoslavia was to be 
reduced from 10 to 2 per cent., to offset her receipts to date of deliveries 
inkind. The Yugoslav delegate had not formally accepted this reduction. 

Greek war debts were to be covered by reductions in the shares of 
the other Allies, excepting Rumania. 





oOo 


The “ liberation debt ’’ of Czechoslovakia was to be fixed at 37 annuities 
of 11,000,000 marks (£550,000) each. In return for these payments 
Czechoslovakia had asked for a share in Eastern European reparations, 
It was reported that Rumania had agreed to this request in principle 
but the Yugoslav delegate had received no instructions. 

In order to facilitate a settlement, the Powers were understood ty 
have offered to forego their claims to Eastern European reparations after 
1943 for the benefit of the Little Entente. 


Rumania. 

November 29th.—It was learnt that the Government had decided t 
liquidate, by auction sale, the property of Hungarian and Bulgarian subjects 
confiscated during the war. 

December 1st.—Action of Bulgarian Government re liquidation of property 
(See Bulgaria.) 


Spain. 
November 30th.—The articles of ratification of the Commercial Convention 
and Treaty of Arbitration with Czechoslovakia were signed in Madrid. 


Switzerland. 
December 2nd.—The Government deposited at Washington Switzerland's 
ratification of the Kellogg Treaty. (This constituted the 56th adherence.) 


Syria. 

November 28th.—It was announced that the mode of maintaining security 
on the Turkish frontier had been settled, as provided by the Angora Protoc 
of June 29th, 1929, and that a French delegate was proceeding to Angon 
to arrange Customs details, railways and sequestered property. 


Turkey. 

November 27th.—It was announced that a provisional commercial agree- 
ment with the U.S.S.R. had been arrived at, regulating trade relations for 
six months. 

November 28th.—Report re settlement of frontier questions. (See Syria) 


U.S.S.R. 

November 21st——The Ogpu announced the discovery of a Nationalist 
separatist plot in the Ukraine, organised by the Ukrainian Liberation League 
and said to be supported by a foreign Power, whose object was to establis) 
a separate Ukranian State. 

Reports re further occupation of frontier towns. (See China: Externi’ 
Affairs, Relations with the Powers.) 

The Central Executive Committee of the U.S.S.R. issued a Decree 
outlawing all Soviet citizens abroad who refused to return to Russ 
immediately on receipt of instructions to do so and confiscating all thet 
property. If subsequently such citizens crossed the Soviet frontier thes 
were to be shot within 24 hours of identification. The Decree had retrospecti’ 
force. 

November 22nd.—Reports re further fighting and Soviet successes claimel 
on Manchurian frontier. (See China: External Affairs, Relations with the 
Powers.) 
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November 23rd.—The trial of the 42 leaders of the “ White Crusaders,” 
charged with counter-revolution, concluded with the conviction of 39, 16 of 
whom were sentenced to death. . The organisation was described as a 
Monarchist one, working in collaboration with foreign troops to overthrow 
the Soviet Government. 

November 24th—Reports re capture of Hailar and Soviet attacks on 
eastern front. (See China; External Affairs, Relations with the Powers.) 

November 25th—It was reported that Bukharin, Rykoff and Tomsky 
had formally surrendered to Stalin, and sent to the Central Committee of 
the Communist Party a declaration of repentence. 

November 26th—Appeal to League of Nations and to signatories of 
Kellogg Treaty by Nanking Government. (See China: Ezaternal Affairs, 
Relations with the Powers.) 

November 27th——The Government announced that a truce had been 
concluded with the Manchurian Government, which had accepted the Soviet’s 
conditions. These included the reinstatement of the manager and assistant 
manager of the C.E. Railway. 

According to the Tass Agency, Chang Hsueh-liang had proposed to 
Litvinoff to restore the situation regarding the railway to that existing 
before the seizure of the line. The Soviet also demanded the release of all 
Soviet citizens arrested in connection with the dispute. 

Statement by British Foreign Secretary re intervention in the C.E. 
tailway dispute. (See Great Britain.) 

Announcement re trade agreement with Turkey. (See Turkey.) 

November 28th—American action re intervention in Manchurian dispute. 
(See U.S.A.) 

Telegram to Mukden Government re negotiations. (See China: External 
Affairs, Relations with the Powers.) 

November 29th.—Receipt of Note from Nanking Government and reply. 
(See China: External Affairs, Relations with the Powers.) 

December \st.—Declaration by Nanking Government re negotiations 
between Mukden and Moscow. (See China: External Affairs, Relations with 
the Powers.) 

December 2nd.—Tomsky was appointed chairman of the directorate of 
the Soviet Chemical State Industry, which was to be centralized or 
' — ” under a scheme for the re-organisation of the Supreme Economic 
ouncu. 

Publication of Memorandum from British Government re dispute with 
China. (See Great Britain ; see also U.S.A. and France.) 

Chang Hsueh-liang’s statement re Soviet policy. (See China: External 
Affairs, Relations with the Powers.) 

It was semi-officially announced that a band of 300 White Guards had 
been captured at Manchuli, including among them the Chinese Military 
Adviser, Colonel Mamurov (Manoroff). 

_ December 3rd.—The Foreign Commissar transmitted a reply to the U.S. 
overnment’s Note through the French Embassy, in which he described 
he Note as an unjustifiable pressure on the negotiations, which, therefore, 
‘ould not be taken as a friendly act. The U.S. Government had applied to 
w Soviet Government at a time when direct negotiations had been started 
tween the Soviet and Mukden Governments. He also expressed amazement 
hat the U.S. Government should deem it possible to offer advice and counsel 
0a Government with which it had no official relations. 
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It was stated in Moscow that the Soviet and Mukden delegates had signed 
an agreement at Nikolsk mutually uadertaking to observe the Treaty of 1924 
The Chinese undertook to remove the Chinese President from the Directoratp 
of the C.E.R., upon which the Soviet waived the claim to the re-appointmen: 
of the previous manager and assistant manager who had been dismissed by 
the Mukden Government. . 


U.S.A. 

November 20th.—It was announced that Mr. Charles F. Adams, Secretary 
of the Navy, Mr. Hugh Gibson, Ambassador to Belgium, and Mr. Dwight 
Morrow would be the remaining delegates to the London Naval Conference, 
making seven in all. 

Admiral Pratt, Commander-in-Chief of the U.S. Battle Fleet, and Admiral 
Hilary Jones were appointed to act as advisers. 

November 22nd.—Mr. Kellogg’s speech in London. (See Great Britain.) 

November 26th.—The State Department announced that it had received 
official notification of the adherence by the Mexican Government to the Kellogg 
Treaty. (This was the fifty-fifth ratification.) 

November 28th.—It was announced that the Government had formally 
approached the British, Japanese, French, Italian and German Governmen's 
with a view to determining what steps could be taken by concerted action to 
avert a more serious situation in Manchuria. 

December 2nd.—Mr. Stimson announced that he had sent a Note to Chia 
and the U.S.8.R. stating that the course of events in Manchuria had been 
observed with “ apprehensive concern,” and drawing attention to the parties 
signature of the Kellogg Treaty. It added that it was clear no effective 
steps had been taken by the two Governments with a view of arbitrating 
the dispute, and concluded, ‘‘ The efficacy of pacts depends on the sincerity 
of the Governments which are party to them ; and if the recent events in 
Manchuria are allowed to pass without protest by any of these Governments, 
the intelligent strength of public opinion in the world in support of peace 
cannot but be impaired.” 

Deposit with State Department of Swiss ratification of Kellogg Treaty. 
(See Switzerland.) 

The President laid before Congress a statement of the Budget Hstimates 
showing a Treasury outlay for the year Ist July, 1930—June 30th, 19l, 
of the equivalent of £820,600,000. Of this, £76,078,600 was for the Navy 
(£3,280,000 more than the previous year). The War Department's tots! 
was £93,325,000, including expenditure on the Panama Canal. The Estimates 
included provision for carrying forward the work on the two cruisers already 
laid down under the Bill of February 13th, 1929, for three cruisers to » 
laid down late in the fiscal year 1930, and for the remaining 10 to \’ 
commenced late in the fiscal year 1931. 

December 3rd.—Reply of Soviet Government to Note re the Manchuria! 
conflict. (See U.S.S.R.) ; 

The President delivered his Message to the 71st Congress. He sil 
that the foundations of future peace were being substantially strengthen 
“A great moral standard” had been raised in the world in the shape 
of the Kellogg Treaty, and new efforts had been initiated, “ not oY 
in the organisation of the machinery of peace, but also to elim 
the dangerous forces which produce controversies among the nations. In 
the forefront of these was the amendment of the Statute of the Permavet! 
Court of International Justice in such a way as not only to meet the 
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reservations to American adherence imposed by the Senate, “ but to go even 
beyond these reservations to make clear that the Court is a true International 
Court of Justice.” Since it was now clear that no controversy in which 
the United States had an interest could be dealt with by the Court without 
American consent, he would direct the signing of the Protocol of Adherence 
and at a convenient time would submit this for the approval of the Senate. 

Referring to the Five-Power Conference, he said “we hold high hopes 
that suecess may attend this effort.”” He also referred to the success of 
his Government’s intervention in disputes in Central and South America, 
and said he hoped eventually to reduce the marine strength in China to the 
normal Legation Guard. 

Referring to National Defence, he expressed concern at the growing 
expense of the army and navy. This had grown from the equivalent of 
53,400,000 in 1914 to over £140,000,000, while the programmes already 
authorised would involve still larger figures in the future. The American 
total was in excess of “ those of the most highly militarised nations in the 
world,” and on the London Conference would depend such moderation in 
naval outlay as could be practised, for if the United States was compelled 
“to undertake the naval construction implied in the Washington Treaty, 
as well as other construction which would appear to be necessary if no 
international agreement can be completed we shall be committed during the 
next six years to a construction expenditure of upwards of $1,200,000,000 
(£240,000,000) besides the necessary further increase in costs for annual 
uf kee *p. 

On the subject of Government finances, he said that the total indebtedness 


of foreign countries to the United States already funded was $11,579,465,885 
(£2,315,893,177) which would produce payments on account of principal 
and interest in 1930 of about $239,000,009, and in 1931 $236,000,000, 
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IV.—NOTICES. 


1. An International History Congress was opened in Madrid op 
November 20th. 

2. The first International Congress of Young Liberals opened in Berlin 
on November 22nd, and was attended by delegates from sixteen countries, 
including Great Britain. 

3. The International Broadcasting Union held a series of meetings of 
its council and of various commissions at Barcelona during the week ending 
November 23rd. They were attended by official delegates of many European 
postal and telegraph administrations, and by a representative of the 
Secretariat of the League of Nations. 

4. The meeting of the Executive of the Second International took place 
in Brussels on November 23rd and following days. 


V.—LEAGUE OF NATIONS NOTES. 


WIDE EUROPEAN MOVE FOR ARBITRATION. 


As regards the actual reduction of armaments there has been little or no 
recent progress. The shouting and the turmoil continue, and the hopes that 
hang on the coming Five Power Naval Conference, actually outside, yet 
intimately connected with the League’s work, still only refer to one section 
of the great disarmament problem. Yet in face of this inevitably slow advance 
it is well to remember that there is another side to the picture of disarming 
so as to end war, and that is the growth of the confidence of States in the 
machinery for settling their quarrels by peaceable means, machinery far 
better, more effective, and more ready for instant application than any that 
existed before the War. This peaceful organisation may elude the press, 
but its value to the national practice and points of view of States in their 
relations with the rest of the world is incalculable. 

At Geneva, in the Secretariat, is the key board on which this movement is 
registered. The last month has marked the registration of a number of 
important Arbitration Treaties—some ot them ‘ war-proof ’’—by Czecho- 
slovakia, Rumania, Hungary, Switzerland, Yugoslavia and Portugal. The 
record of these States deserves notice. Here is some of the evidence :— 


CZECHOSLOVAKIA has registered altogether eight Treaties for the Pacific 
Settlement of Disputes with Germany, Austria, Denmark, Poland, Rumania, 
Sweden, Yugoslavia and the United States. Four of these Treaties, those 
with Denmark, Poland, Yugoslavia, and Rumania (two registered during the 
month), are “ all-inclusive ’’ Treaties. And Czechoslovakia signed the Optional 
Clause on September 19th of this year. 


RuMANIA has concluded four Treaties, of which three, with Czechoslovakia, 
Yugoslavia and Switzerland, provide arbitration for all disputes. While 
another with France does this for all legal disputes. 

YUGOSLAVIA has concluded and registered five Treaties with the League, 
with Poland, Rumania and Czechoslovakia (during this month), France and 
the United States. The first three are “‘all-inclusive’’ Treaties, while the 
others provide for arbitral or judicial settlement of legal disputes only. 


Hunaary has registered two Treaties during the month, one with the 
United States, on the lines of the numerous arbitration and conciliation 
Treaties recently concluded between America and other European States 
(which show an advance on previous American treaties), another with Finland 
for conciliation of all disputes and the arbitration of legal disputes. Hungary 
has deposited three other Treaties for the Pacific Settlement of Disputes with 
Austria, Italy and Switzerland. That with Austria is “ all-inclusive,” the 
other two being drafted on the same lines, but providing for legal disputes 
only. Hungary is one of the 20 States bound by the Optional Clause. 


SwITZERLAND has registered this month an “ all-inclusive ”’ Treaty with 
Portugal. The Swiss total for Treaties for Pacific Settlement of Dispute 
registered at Geneva, is now seventeen. They include, Germany, Austt4 
Belgium, Brazil, Denmark, Spain, Finland, Greece, Hungary, Italy, Jap" 


318 





vor 
Jen 
isp 
att 
rbi 
all 
lau 


pai 
pai 
0s 








193! 














to 
une 
une |] 





l 








d on 


Berlin 
itries, 


igs of 
nding 
Opean 
f the 


place 


or no 
3 that 
>, yet 
action 
vance 
rming 
in the 
y far 
y that 
press, 
their 


ent is 
yer of 
echo- 


The 


Pacific 
nania, 
those 
1g the 
tional 


vakia, 
While 


ague, 
e and 
le the 


h the 
jation 
states 
nland 
ngary 
; with 
” the 
putes 


with 
putes, 
stria, 
apan, 


vor wa Vy, 
yenma 
isputes. 
ttlement ; 
rbitral 
all-inclusive 
lause. 


Netherlands, Poland, Rumania and Sweden. 
rk, Norway, the Netherlands and Sweden are for conciliation of all 
The remaining twelve are Treaties of Arbitration and Judicial 

those with Germany, Hungary and Japan provide judicial or 


settlement for the remaining nine are 


or 
‘ 


legal disputes only ; 


Those with Austria, 


Switzerland is one of the 20 States bound by the Optional 


PorTuGAL has registered five Treaties for Pacific Settlement with Belgium, 


pain. United States, Great Britain and Switzerland. 
and Switzerland are 


bpain 


oe 


all-inclusive.’’ Portgual, too, 


)) States bound by the Optional Clause. 


929, 
ec, Oth 


» 10th. 
» 19th 


1930, 
an. 3rd. 
6th 


» 10th 
» 18th 
~ 15th 
15th 
20th 


20th 
20th-22nd. 


2Ist 
24th 


17th 
ar. 13th 
April 2nd 
” 9th 
ay 
13th 
5th-10th 
19th 
» 26th } 
to . 
une 7th } 
une 10th 
uly 17th 


ug. 2nd-9th 
pept. 2nd 


= Ee 


Those with Belgium, 


is one of the 


(By the courtesy of the Leaque of Nations Union). 


VI.—FORTHCOMING EVENTS. 


*Committee on the U neers of Trans- 
port Statistics .. os ee 
Meeting of Jurists re Youn , Plan 
Meeting of Committee of Directors of the 
International Institute of Intellectual 
Co-operation es oe . 


Second Conference re the Young Plan 
International Technical Conference on Coal 
Industry .. ‘ +e 
*Committee of Agricultural Experts 
*Opium Central Board 
*EKconomic Committee 
*Financial Committee 
*Advisory Commission on Traffic in “Opium 
and other Dangerous Drugs .. és 
*58th Session of the Council 
Sixth Session of International C ‘riminal 
Investigation Commission é 
Five-Power Naval Conference 
*Central Opium Board ° 
*Supervisory Commission . 
*International Conference 
Exchange 
*Conference for the ( ‘odification of Inter- 
national Law es 
*Traffic in Women and Children ( ‘ommittee 
*Child Welfare Committee .. . 
2nd International Economic Conference of 
the International Federation of League 
of Nations Societies a ae 
*International Conference Bills’ of 
Exchange > 
First Sabannaticnal ‘Congress of "Mental 
Hygiene .. ee iw o* oe 
*Fiscal Committee - - - ee 


Bills of 


on 


on 


Meeting of International Council of Women 


*Gold Delegation of the Financial Com- 
mittee .. 
International Conference of the "World's 8 
Girl Guides and Girl Scout Association 
22nd Universal Congress of Esperanto 
36th Conference of en Law 
Association “s ee ne 


* League of hineie, 


Paris. 
Brussels. 


Paris. 

The Hague. 
Geneva. 
Geneva. 
Geneva. 
Geneva. 


yeneva. 


Geneva. 
Geneva. 


Vienna. 
London. 
Geneva. 
Geneva. 
Geneva. 
The Hague. 
Geneva. 
Geneva. 
Geneva. 


Geneva. 


Washington. 


Geneva. 


Vienna. 


Geneva. 


{ Lyndhurst, 


{ England. 
Oxford. 


New York. 
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